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INTRODUCTION

Planners and policymakers use poverty estimates as
key indicators to evaluate trends and current economic
conditions within communities and to make compari-
sons across demographic groups. Federal and state
governments often use these estimates to allocate
funds to local communities. Government agencies and
local organizations regularly use these estimates to
identify the number of individuals and families eligible
for various programs.

This brief uses the 2015 and 2016 American
Community Surveys (ACS) 1-year estimates to ana-

lyze poverty rates for 2016 as well as the changes

in poverty from 2015 for the nation, states, and the
District of Columbia, and the most populous metropoli-
tan areas.' The brief also discusses the distribution of
people by income-to-poverty ratio.

HIGHLIGHTS

= |In 2016, 14.0 percent of the U.S. population had
income below the poverty level, a decline from 14.7
percent in 2015. This is the third consecutive annual
decline in the ACS national poverty rate.?

! Metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas (metro and micro
areas) are geographic entities delineated by the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB) for use by federal statistical agencies in collecting,
tabulating, and publishing federal statistics. The term "Core Based
Statistical Area" (CBSA) is a collective term for both metro and micro
areas. A metro area contains a core urban area with a population of
50,000 or more individuals, and a micro area contains an urban core of
at least 10,000 (but less than 50,000) individuals. For more informa-
tion, see <www.census.gov/programs-surveys/metro-micro/about
/omb-standards.html>.

2 Following the standard specified by the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) in Statistical Policy Directive 14, data from the Current
Population Survey Annual and Social Economic Supplement are used
to estimate the official national poverty rate, which can be found in
the report Income and Poverty in the United States: 2016, available at
<www.census.gov/library/publications/2017/demo/p60-259.pdf>.
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= The poverty rate declined in 24 states between 2015
and 2016. In 15 states, the poverty rate declined for
the second year in a row. The poverty rate increased
in one state, Vermont.

= |n 17 of the 25 most populous metropolitan areas,
the poverty rate declined between 2015 and 2016.
The poverty rate declined for the second consecu-
tive year in 11 of these 17 metropolitan areas.

= The percentage of the U.S. population with income
less than 50 percent of their poverty threshold
declined to 6.2 percent in 2016, from 6.5 percent in
2015.

= In 2016, the proportion of people with income less
than 50 percent of their poverty threshold declined
in 15 states and in 11 of the 25 most populous
metropolitan areas. The proportion of people
with income less than 50 percent of their poverty
threshold increased in the District of Columbia and
Vermont.

= The percentage of people in the United States with
income less than 125 percent of their threshold
declined to 18.6 percent in 2016.

= The proportion of people with income less than 125
percent of their threshold declined in 16 of the 25
most populous metropolitan areas in 2016. The pro-
portion of people with income less than 125 percent
of their poverty threshold did not increase in any of
the 25 most populous metropolitan areas.

Most of the analysis in this report is based on the 2015
and 2016 ACS 1-year estimates. The ACS is conducted
every month, with income data collected for the 12
months preceding the interview. Since the survey is
continuous, adjacent ACS years have income reference
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months in common. Therefore,
comparing the 2015 ACS with

the 2016 ACS is not an exact
comparison of the economic
conditions in 2015 with those in
2016, and comparisons should be
interpreted with caution.? For more
information on the ACS sample
design and other topics, visit
<WWwWw.census.gov/acs>.

POVERTY

In 2016, 14.0 percent of the total
U.S. population had income below
their respective poverty thresholds,
a significant decline from the 2015
estimate of 14.7 percent. This is
the third consecutive year that the
percentage of the U.S. population in
poverty, as measured by the ACS,
has significantly declined and is the

3 For a discussion of this and related
issues see Howard Hogan, “Measuring
Population Change Using the American
Community Survey,” Applied Demography
in the 21st Century, eds. Steven H. Murdock
and David A. Swanson, Springer Netherlands,
2008.

How Poverty Is Measured

Poverty status is determined by comparing annual income to a

set of dollar values (called poverty thresholds) that vary by family
size, number of children, and the age of the householder. If a fam-
ily’s before-tax money income is less than the dollar value of their
threshold, then that family and every individual in it are considered
to be in poverty. For people not living in families, poverty status

is determined by comparing the individual’s income to his or her
poverty threshold.

The poverty thresholds are updated annually to account for changes
in the cost of living using the Consumer Price Index (CPI-U). They do
not vary geographically.

The ACS is a continuous survey and people respond throughout
the year. Since income is reported for the previous 12 months, the
appropriate poverty threshold for each family is determined by
multiplying the base-year poverty threshold from 1982 by the aver-
age of monthly CPI values for the 12 months proceeding the survey
month.

For more information, see page 105 of “American Community
Survey and Puerto Rico Community Survey 2015 Subject
Definitions” at <www2.census.gov/programs-surveys/acs/tech
_docs/subject_definitions/2015_ACSSubjectDefinitions.pdf>.

Figure 1.

Year-to-Year Percentage Point Change in Poverty Rate: 2006-2016
(For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions,
see www.census.gov/programs-surveys/acs/technical-documentation/code-lists.html)
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Note: All the changes are statistically significant except the changes for 2011-2012 and 2012-2013.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2006 to 2015 American Community Surveys.
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first instance of three consecutive
years of decline since the inception
of the ACS in 2005 (Figure 1).#

Among the states, poverty rates
ranged from a low of 7.3 percent in
New Hampshire to a high of 20.8
percent in Mississippi (Table 1).°
Figure 2 displays the percentage of
people in poverty for all states, the
District of Columbia, and Puerto
Rico based on 2016 ACS 1-year
estimates. Poverty rates of 18.0
percent or higher are observed in

4 All year-to-year changes from 2006
to 2016, except the changes between
2011-2012 and 2012-2013, were statistically
significant.

5 The poverty rate for Mississippi (20.8
percent) was not statistically different from
the poverty rates for New Mexico (19.8 per-
cent) and Louisiana (20.2 percent).

Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi,
New Mexico, and the District of
Columbia. Alaska, Connecticut,
Hawaii, Maryland, Massachusetts,
Minnesota, New Hampshire, New
Jersey, North Dakota, and Utah
exhibit lower than 11.0 percent.

Figure 3 shows changes in the
percentage of people in poverty
from 2015 to 2016 for all states,
the District of Columbia, and Puerto
Rico. The figure shows that 24
states, distributed throughout the
country, experienced decreases

in poverty rates in 2016. For 25
states and the District of Columbia,
changes in the percentage of peo-
ple in poverty across years were
not statistically significant.

In Vermont, the poverty rate
increased from 10.2 percent in
2015 to 11.9 percent in 2016, but
continues to be lower than the
national rate of 14.0 percent.

According to the 2015 and 2016
Puerto Rico Community Surveys,
the poverty rate for Puerto Rico
declined to 43.5 percent in 2016,
from 46.1 percent in 2015. This
was the first decline in poverty in
Puerto Rico since the inception of
the Puerto Rico Community Survey
in 2005.°

6 The poverty rates for Puerto Rico
from the 2005 to 2016 Puerto Rico
Community Surveys 1-year estimates
are available on American FactFinder at
<factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf
/pages/searchresults.xhtml?refresh=t>.

Figure 2.
Percentage of People in Poverty
for the United States and Puerto Rico: 2016
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Table 1.
Number and Percentage of People in Poverty in the Past 12 Months by State and
Puerto Rico: 2015 and 2016

(For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see www.census.gov/programs-surveys/acs
/technical-documentation/code-lists.html)

Below poverty in 2015 Below poverty in 2016 Change in poverty (2016 less 2015)
Area Margin Margin Margin Margin Margin Margin
of error? | Per- |of error? of error? | Per- | of error? of error? | Per- |of error?
Number' (z) | cent’ (%) Number' (x)| cent' (%) Number' (%) | cent! (%)
United States ..| 46,153,077 | 275,061 14.7 0.1| 44,268,996 | 246,910| 14.0 0.1|*-1,884,081 | 369,626 | *—0.7 0.1
Alabama .......... 876,016 23,918| 18.5 0.5 810,231 23,417| 171 0.5 *-65,785| 33,473| *—1.4 0.7
Alaska ............ 74,532 5,835| 10.3 0.8 71,566 6,534 9.9 0.9 -2,966| 8,760| —0.4 1.2
Arizona ........... 1,159,043| 29,822| 17.4 0.4| 1,107,464| 27,786| 16.4 0.4 *-51,579| 40,760| *-1.0 0.6
Arkansas.......... 550,508 17,473| 19.1 0.6 499,225 17,721| 17.2 0.6 *-51,283| 24,887| *—1.9 0.8
California.......... 5,891,678| 66,827| 15.3 0.2| 5,525,524| 66,544| 14.3 0.2| *-366,154| 94,308| *—1.0 0.3
Colorado .......... 613,549 20,501| 11.5 0.4 598,736 17,942 11.0 0.3 -14,813| 27,243| -0.5 0.5
Connecticut . . ...... 366,909 15,789| 10.5 0.5 339,128 14,645 9.8 0.4 *-27,781| 21,535| *-0.7 0.6
Delaware . ......... 114,360 9,567| 12.4 1.0 108,211 8,223 11.7 0.9 -6,149| 12,615| -0.7 1.3
District of Columbia . . 110,500 8,628| 17.3 1.4 120,308 9,084| 18.6 1.4 9,808| 12,528 1.3 2.0
Florida............ 3,116,886 47,330| 15.7 0.2| 2,973,512 48,474| 14.7 0.2| *-143,374| 67,748| *-1.0 0.3
Georgia ........... 1,694,988| 33,156| 17.0 0.3| 1,603,013| 34,382| 16.0 0.3 *-91,975| 47,764| *-1.0 0.4
Hawaii . ........... 147,984 8,530| 10.6 0.6 129,569| 10,361 9.3 0.7 *~18,415| 13,421| *-1.3 0.9
ldaho............. 245,551 13,820| 15.1 0.9 237,445| 15,728| 14.4 1.0 -8,106| 20,937| —-0.7 1.3
llinois. . . .......... 1,703,258| 35,831| 13.6 0.3| 1,621,508| 35,297| 13.0 0.3 *-81,750( 50,297| *-0.6 0.4
Indiana. ........... 933,181| 24,656| 14.5 0.4 906,077 22,930| 141 0.4 -27,104| 33,671| -0.4 0.6
lowa.............. 367,414 13,279| 12.2 0.4 356,378 12,582 11.8 0.4 -11,036| 18,293| -0.4 0.6
Kansas............ 368,879 13,898| 13.0 0.5 342,544 14,393| 121 0.5 *-26,335( 20,008| *-0.9 0.7
Kentucky .......... 794,055 21,101| 18.5 0.5 794,060 24,195| 18.5 0.6 5| 32,104 z 0.8
Louisiana.......... 889,946| 24,422| 19.6 0.5 918,187| 25,851| 20.2 0.6 28,241 35,563| 0.6 0.8
Maine. . ........... 172,620 9,255| 13.4 0.7 161,749| 10,063| 125 0.8 -10,871| 13,672 -0.9 11
Maryland . ......... 570,776 21,279| 9.7 0.4 567,715 17,097 9.7 0.3 -3,061| 27,297 Zz 0.5
Massachusetts. . . . .. 752,071 21,473| 115 0.3 686,597 20,435| 10.4 0.3 *—65,474| 29,643| *—1.1 0.4
Michigan . ......... 1,529,645| 27,659| 15.8 0.3| 1,451,936| 23,392 15.0 0.2 *—77,709| 36,224| *—0.8 0.4
Minnesota . ........ 546,431 16,392| 10.2 0.3 533,276| 15,913 9.9 0.3 -13,155| 22,846 -0.3 0.4
Mississippi......... 637,128 21,554| 22.0 0.7 602,768 21,320 20.8 0.7 *-34,360( 30,317| *—1.2 1.0
Missouri........... 875,495 21,660| 14.8 0.4 826,954 22,623| 14.0 0.4 *-48,541| 31,320| *-0.8 0.6
Montana. .......... 147,287 8,916| 14.6 0.9 135,638 7,800 13.3 0.8 -11,649| 11,846| *-1.3 1.2
Nebraska.......... 231,321 10,619| 12.6 0.6 211,453| 10,293| 114 0.6 *-19,868| 14,789| *—1.2 0.8
Nevada ........... 418,243| 18,129| 14.7 0.6 399,420 18,626| 13.8 0.6 -18,823| 25,992| -0.9 0.8
New Hampshire. . . .. 106,046 8,442 8.2 0.7 94,289 7,685 7.3 0.6 *~11,757| 11,416| *-0.9 0.9
New Jersey . ....... 946,114| 26,304| 10.8 0.3 915,913 28,791 10.4 0.3 —-30,201| 38,998| -0.4 0.4
New Mexico. ....... 417,834| 15,720| 20.4 0.8 404,463| 15,353| 19.8 0.8 -13,371| 21,973| -0.6 1.1
NewYork .......... 2,970,032 47,607| 15.4 0.2| 2,832,824| 38,578| 14.7 0.2| *-137,208| 61,276| *-0.7 0.3
North Carolina. . . . .. 1,607,835| 31,818| 16.4 0.3| 1,521,880| 32,197| 154 0.3 *-85,955| 45,266| *-1.0 0.4
North Dakota. . . . ... 80,170 5,329| 11.0 0.7 78,464 6,184| 10.7 0.8 -1,706| 8,163| —-0.3 1.1
Ohio.............. 1,674,415| 34,580| 14.8 0.3| 1,645,382| 32,693| 14.6 0.3 —29,033| 47,588| -0.2 0.4
Oklahoma ......... 610,828 15,093 16.1 0.4 620,377| 15,205| 16.3 0.4 9,5649| 21,424 0.2 0.6
Oregon............ 607,029 22,484| 15.4 0.6 536,146 18,071 13.3 0.4 *-70,883| 28,846 *-2.1 0.7
Pennsylvania.. ... ... 1,629,995| 31,848| 13.2 0.3| 1,592,045| 30,765| 12.9 0.2 -37,950| 44,281 -0.3 0.4
Rhode Island.. . . .. .. 141,035 9,670| 13.9 1.0 129,932 9,143| 12.8 0.9 -11,103| 13,308| -1.1 1.3
South Carolina. . . . .. 790,715| 22,651| 16.6 0.5 735,960 23,271 15.3 0.5 *—54,755| 32,475| *-1.3 0.7
South Dakota. . ... .. 114,071 7,467| 13.7 0.9 110,962 6,706| 13.3 0.8 -3,109| 10,036| —0.4 1.2
Tennessee......... 1,077,900| 30,450| 16.7 0.5| 1,023,177| 25,829| 15.8 0.4 *-54,723| 39,929| *-0.9 0.6
Texas............. 4,255,517 65,900| 15.9 0.2| 4,261,337| 60,018| 15.6 0.2 5,820 89,135| -0.3 0.3
Utah.............. 331,854 15,217| 11.3 0.5 306,902 15,189| 10.2 0.5 *—24,952| 21,500| *—1.1 0.7
Vermont........... 61,314 5,009| 10.2 0.8 71,329 5,685 11.9 0.9 *10,015 7577 1.7 1.2
Virginia. . .......... 909,346 | 25,335| 11.2 0.3 896,440 | 28,235 11.0 0.3 -12,906 | 37,935| -0.2 0.4
Washington ... ..... 857,801 | 23,751 | 12.2 0.3 805,691 | 22,400 11.3 0.3 *-52,110 | 32,648 | *-0.9 0.4
West Virginia . . .. ... 321,583 | 14,177 | 17.9 0.8 319,063 | 13,661 | 17.9 0.8 —2,520| 19,688 4 1.1
Wisconsin ......... 677,964 | 19,332 | 12.1 0.3 661,565| 19,715| 11.8 0.4 -16,399 | 27,612| -0.3 0.5
Wyoming .......... 63,425 7,239 | 111 1.3 64,663 5547 11.3 1.0 1,238 9,120 0.2 1.6
PuertoRico . ....... 1,586,285 | 22,921 | 46.1 0.7] 1,469,382| 26,573| 43.5 0.8| *-116,903| 35,093 | *-2.6 1.1

* Statistically different from zero at the 90 percent confidence level.

Z Represents or rounds to zero.

' Poverty status is determined for individuals in housing units and noninstitutional group quarters. The poverty universe excludes children under age 15 who are not related
to the householder, people living in institutional group quarters (e.g., nursing homes or correctional facilities), and people living in college dormitories or military barracks.

2Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. A margin of error is a measure of an estimate’s variability. The larger the margin of error in relation to
the size of the estimate, the less reliable the estimate. This number when added to or subtracted from the estimate forms the 90 percent confidence interval.

Sources: U.S. Census Bureau, 2015 and 2016 American Community Surveys and 2015 and 2016 Puerto Rico Community Surveys.
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Figure 3.
Change in Percentage of People in Poverty
for the United States and Puerto Rico: 2015-2016
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Table 2 shows the estimated num-
ber and percentage of people in
poverty in 2015 and 2016 for the
25 most populous metropolitan
areas. The Washington-Arlington-
Alexandria, DC-VA-MD-WV Metro
Area (8.4 percent) had one of the
lowest poverty rates among the
25 most populous metropolitan

Bernardino-Ontario, CA Metro Area
had the highest poverty rate in
2016 (16.4 percent) among these
metropolitan areas.

significant increase in the per-
For the second year in a row,

erty decreased in the four most

In 17 of the 25 most populous met- populous metropolitan areas (N

ropolitan areas, the percentage of
people in poverty decreased from
2015 to 2016 (Table 2). None of the
metropolitan areas shown in

Metro Area; Los Angeles-Long
Beach-Anaheim, CA Metro Area;

7 The 2016 ACS poverty rate for the
Washington-Arlington-Alexandria, DC-VA-
MD-WV Metro Area (8.4 percent) and the
Minneapolis-St. Paul-Bloomington, MN-WI
Metro Area (8.8 percent) are not statistically
different from each other.

Arlington, TX Metro Area).

centage of individuals in poverty.
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Figure 4.

W 2016 2015

Percentage of People in Poverty in the Past 12 Months for the 25 Most Populous
Metropolitan Areas: 2015 and 2016
(For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions,
see www.census.gov/programs-surveys/acs/technical-documentation/code-lists.html)
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* Change statistically different from zero at the 90 percent confidence level.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2015 and 2016 American Community Surveys.
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Figure 5 shows 2016 poverty

rates for all metropolitan statisti-
cal areas (MSA). Among all MSAs in
the United States, the poverty rates
in 2016 ranged from a low of 5.4
percent in the Sheboygan, WI Metro
Area to a high of 33.0 percent

in the Laredo, TX Metro Area.?
Geographically, higher poverty

8 The poverty rate for the Sheboygan,
WI Metro Area (5.4 percent) is not statisti-
cally different from the poverty rates for
the Barnstable Town, MA Metro Area (6.5
percent); the Fond du Lac, WI Metro Area (6.6
percent); and the Napa, CA Metro Area (7.3
percent). The poverty rate for the Laredo,
TX Metro Area (33.0 percent) is not statisti-
cally different from the McAllen-Edinburg-
Mission, TX Metro Area (31.4 percent) and the
Brownsville-Harlingen, TX Metro Area (29.3
percent).

MSAs are scattered throughout the
country, however, the heaviest con-
centrations were in the West and
the South. Conversely, MSAs with
lower poverty are primarily located
in the Midwest and Northeast
regions.

U.S. Census Bureau
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DEPTH OF POVERTY

The poverty rate is an estimate of
the proportion of people with fam-
ily or personal income below their
poverty threshold. An income-to-
poverty ratio evaluates how close a
family’s or individual’s income is to
their poverty threshold. It measures
the depth of poverty for those

with income below their poverty
threshold.

In this report, the income-to-
poverty ratio is reported as a per-
centage. For example, an income-
to-poverty-ratio of 125 percent
indicates a family or individual

with income equal to 1.25 times
their poverty threshold, while an
income-to-poverty ratio of 50 per-
cent identifies families or individu-
als with income equal to one-half
of their poverty threshold. Families
and individuals identified as in pov-
erty and described in the preced-
ing sections of this report had an
income-to-poverty ratio of less than
100 percent.

Table 3 details the number and
percentage of people with income
below 50 percent of their poverty
threshold for 2015 and 2016 for
all states, the District of Columbia,
and Puerto Rico. The percentage
of the U.S. population with income
below 50 percent of their poverty
threshold declined to 6.2 percent
in 2016, from 6.5 percent in 2015.
This is the third consecutive annual
decrease in the proportion of the
U.S. population living with income
below half their poverty threshold.

Among the states, the percent-

age of people with an income-to-
poverty ratio below 50 percent
ranged from a low of 3.2 percent in
New Hampshire to a high of 10.7
percent in the District of Columbia.
The percentage of people with an
income-to-poverty ratio below 50
percent decreased in 15 states.

In Vermont and the District of

Columbia, the percentage of indi-
viduals with an income-to-poverty
ratio below 50 percent increased
1.3 and 1.5 percentage points,
respectively. Changes in the other
34 states were not statistically
significant.

Table 4 reports the number and
percentage of people with an
income-to-poverty ratio below 50
percent for 2015 and 2016 for

the 25 most populous metropoli-
tan areas. Among these populous
metro areas in 2016, the percent-
age of people with an income-to-
poverty ratio below 50 percent
ranged from a low of 3.8 percent in
the Denver-Aurora-Lakewood, CO
Metro Area to a high of 7.4 percent
in the Phoenix-Mesa-Scottsdale, AZ
Metro Area.®

The percentage of people with
income below 50 percent of their
poverty threshold declined in 11 of
the 25 most populous metropoli-
tan areas from 2015 to 2016. The
Washington-Arlington-Alexandria,
DC-VA-MD-WV Metro Area was the
only area to show an increase in
the percentage of people with an
income-poverty ratio below 50
percent from 2015 to 2016.

PROXIMITY TO POVERTY

For those with income above their
poverty threshold, an income-to-
poverty ratio also measures the
proximity to poverty. Estimates of
the percentage of people below
125 percent of their poverty
threshold include the combined
proportion of people whose income
is below their poverty threshold
(below 100 percent) as well as
those whose income is just above
their poverty threshold (below 125
percent).

2 The percentage of people with an
income-to-poverty ratio below 50 percent of
the poverty threshold in the Denver-Aurora-
Lakewood, CO Metro Area (3.8 percent) is not
statistically different from the percentage for
the Minneapolis-St. Paul-Bloomington, MN-WI
Metro Area (4.1 percent).

Table 5 displays the number and
percentage of people with an
income-to-poverty ratio below 125
percent for 2015 and 2016 for all
states, the District of Columbia,
and Puerto Rico. In 2016, the
percentage of people in the United
States with an income-to-poverty
ratio below 125 percent declined to
18.6 percent, from 19.3 percent in
2015.

Among the states, the percentage
of individuals with an income-to-
poverty ratio below 125 percent

in 2016 ranged from a low of 10.0
percent in New Hampshire to a high
of 26.7 percent in Mississippi.'®
During the same period, the per-
centage of people with an income-
to-poverty ratio below 125 percent
declined in 20 states, while no
state experienced a statistically
significant increase.

Table 6 displays the number and
percentage of people with an
income-to-poverty ratio below 125
percent for 2015 and 2016 among
the 25 most populous metropolitan
areas. The Washington-Arlington-
Alexandria, DC-VA-MD-WV Metro
Area had the lowest percentage of
people with an income-to-poverty
ratio below 125 percent in 2016
(11.0 percent). The Miami-Fort
Lauderdale-West Palm Beach, FL
Metro Area and the Riverside-San
Bernardino-Ontario, CA Metro Area
had the highest rates of individu-
als with an income-to-poverty ratio
below 125 percent among the 25
most populous metropolitan areas,
21.3 percent and 21.8 percent,
respectively. '

19 The percentage of people with an
income-to-poverty ratio below 125 percent
for Mississippi (26.7 percent) was not statisti-
cally different from the percentage for New
Mexico (25.8 percent).

" The percentage of people with an
income-to-poverty ratio below 125 percent
in the Miami-Fort Lauderdale-West Palm
Beach, FL Metro Area (21.3 percent) and the
Riverside-San Bernardino-Ontario, CA Metro
Area (21.8 percent) were not statistically dif-
ferent from each other.

U.S. Census Bureau



Table 3.
Number and Percentage of People With Income Below 50 Percent of the Poverty Level by
State and Puerto Rico: 2015 and 2016

(For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see www.census.gov/programs-surveys/acs
/technical-documentation/code-lists.html)

Below 50 y:>erce2n(t);)£f3 poverty level in | Below 50 perceg(tnog3 poverty level in Change (2016 less 2015)
Area Mar- Mar- Mar-
Margin gin of Margin gin of Margin gin of
of error?| Per-| error? of error?| Per- | error? of error? Per- | error?
Number' ()| cent (x) Number' (x)| cent! (x)| Number! ()| cent' (x)
United States. . . .| 20,441,866 | 156,191 6.5 0.1 19,636,022 | 148,964 6.2 0.1 | *-805,844 | 215,838 | *-0.3 0.1
Alabama ............. 385,733 | 15,876 8.1 0.3 356,387 | 15,096 7.5 0.3 *-29,346| 21,907 | *-0.6 0.4
Alaska ............... 30,067 3,654 4.2 0.5 33,035 4,496 4.6 0.6 2,968 5,794 0.4 0.8
Arizona .............. 547,868 | 22,497 8.2 0.3 525,626 | 18,752 7.8 0.3 -22,242| 29,287 | *-0.4 0.4
Arkansas ............. 228,019 | 12,753 7.9 0.4 213,946 | 12,974| 7.4 0.4 -14,073| 18,192 -0.5 0.6
California............. 2,568,959 | 47,903 6.7 0.1| 2,389,302 | 46,102 6.2 0.1| *~179,657| 66,484 | *-0.5 0.1
Colorado ............. 273,501 | 13,881 5.1 0.3 258,193 | 13,370 4.8 0.2 -15,308| 19,273| -0.3 0.4
Connecticut . . . ........ 174,686 | 10,493 5.0 0.3 157,228 9,372 4.5 0.3| *-17,458| 14,069| *-0.5 0.4
Delaware . ............ 53,449 6,143 5.8 0.7 50,068 5,833| 5.4 0.6 -3,381 8,471 -0.4 0.9
District of Columbia. . . .. 58,611 6,805 9.2 1.1 69,581 7,412 10.7 1.1 *10,970| 10,062 *1.5 1.6
Florida............... 1,329,921 | 34,082 6.7 0.2| 1,295,153| 34,976| 64| 0.2 -34,768| 48,835| *-0.3 0.3
Georgia .............. 761,945| 25,436 7.7 0.3 727,471 25,250 7.2 0.3 -34,474| 35,841| *-0.5 0.4
Hawaii ............... 74,746 7,175 5.4 0.5 64,908 7,258 47| 0.5 -9,838| 10,206 -0.7 0.7
Idaho................ 96,781 8,190 6.0 0.5 102,062 8,519 6.2 0.5 5281 11,817 0.2 0.7
lllinois. . .............. 784,584 | 28,635 6.2 0.2 738,806 | 22,637 5.9 0.2| *-45,778| 36,502| *-0.3 0.3
Indiana. .............. 422,132 18,581 6.6 0.3 409,184 | 17,566 6.4 0.3 -12,948| 25,570 -0.2 04
lowa................. 164,920 9,343 5.5 0.3 159,453 8,423 53| 0.3 -5,467| 12,579 -0.2 0.4
Kansas............... 159,767 | 10,717 5.6 0.4 151,518 8,417 54| 0.3 -8,249| 13,627| -0.2 0.5
Kentucky ............. 332,398 | 14,004 7.7 0.3 339,407 | 14,656 7.9 0.3 7,009 20,271 0.2 0.4
Louisiana............. 399,056 | 16,767 8.8 0.4 395,474 | 18,532 87| 04 -3,582| 24,991| -0.1 0.6
Maine................ 67,868 5,779 5.2 0.4 58,948 5453 45| 04 *-8,920 7,946 *-0.7 0.6
Maryland . ............ 275,043 | 17,106 4.7 0.3 271,954 13,137 4.6 0.2 -3,089| 21,568| -0.1 0.4
Massachusetts. . .. ..... 355,730 | 17,000 54 0.3 324,784 | 14,455| 4.9 0.2| *-30,946| 22,315 *-0.5 0.4
Michigan ............. 673,796 | 20,833 6.9 0.2 646,971 | 18,011 6.7 0.2 -26,825| 27,539| -0.2 0.3
Minnesota ............ 233,791 10,447 4.4 0.2 238,104 | 10,585 4.4 0.2 4313 | 14,872 Z 0.3
Mississippi............ 301,574| 15,351 104 0.5 267,875| 14,912 9.3 0.5 *-33,699| 21,401| *—1.1 0.7
Missouri.............. 378,734 | 14,791 6.4 0.3 364,094 | 18,167 6.2 0.3 —-14,640 | 23,427 -0.2 0.4
Montana. ............. 63,304 4,561 6.3 0.5 57,493 4,969 5.6 0.5 -5,811 6,745| -0.7 0.7
Nebraska............. 96,268 6,151 5.2 0.3 94,746 6,650 5.1 04 -1,522 9,069 -0.1 0.5
Nevada .............. 188,103 | 12,149 6.6 0.4 181,573| 11,652 6.3 0.4 -6,530| 16,834 -0.3 0.6
New Hampshire. ... .... 46,789 5,705 3.6 0.4 41,811 4,321 3.2 0.3 —4,978 7,157 -0.4 0.5
New Jersey . .......... 437,079 | 19,002 5.0 0.2 396,039 | 19,292 4.5 0.2 *-41,040| 27,079| *-0.5 0.3
New Mexico. .......... 178,880 | 11,329 8.7 0.6 174,249 | 12,488| 8.5 0.6 —-4,631| 16,861 -0.2 0.8
NewYork ............. 1,335,126 | 33,044 6.9 0.2 1,289,747 | 29,394 6.7 0.2| *-45379| 44,226| -0.2 0.3
North Carolina......... 697,968 | 23,016 71 0.2 658,824 | 22,915 6.7| 02| *-39,144| 32,478| *-0.4 0.3
North Dakota.......... 39,134 3,652 5.4 0.5 40,350 5,204 5.5 0.7 1,216 6,358 0.1 0.9
Ohio................. 771,435| 21,394 6.8 0.2 756,435| 22,872 6.7| 02 -15,000| 31,318| -0.1 0.3
Oklahoma ............ 265,938 9,240 7.0 0.2 272,498 | 11,788 7.2 0.3 6,560 | 14,978 0.2 0.4
Oregon............... 271,974 | 13,307 6.9 0.3 237,154 | 14,805 5.9 04| *-34,820| 19,906| *-1.0 0.5
Pennsylvania.......... 725,873 | 22,068 5.9 0.2 702,681 | 23,423 57 0.2 —23,192| 32,181 -0.2 0.3
Rhode Island . . ........ 58,599 5,995 5.8 0.6 55,404 6,860 5.5 0.7 -3,195 9,110 -0.3 0.9
South Carolina. . ....... 344,307 | 14,310 7.2 0.3 345,252 17,468 7.2 0.4 945 | 22,581 z 0.5
South Dakota. ......... 55,221 5,349 6.7 0.6 56,619 5,431 6.8 0.6 1,398 7,623 0.1 0.8
Tennessee............ 472,717 | 20,086 7.3 0.3 445,999 | 18,264 6.9 0.3 -26,718| 27,148| *-0.4 0.4
Texas.......coouuun.. 1,783,216 | 43,509 6.6 0.2| 1,790,879| 39,610 6.6 0.1 7,663| 58,839 V4 0.2
Utah................. 142,038 | 11,575 4.8 0.4 144,180| 10,409| 4.8 0.3 2,142 | 15,567 z 0.5
Vermont.............. 27,015 3,598 4.5 0.6 34,577 3,943 5.8 0.7 *7,562 5,338 *1.3 0.9
Virginia. .. ............ 439,350 | 16,187 5.4 0.2 426,822 17,572 5.2 0.2 -12,528| 23,891 -0.2 0.3
Washington . .......... 405,847 | 14,452 5.8 0.2 370,552 | 14,162 5.2 0.2| *-35,295| 20,234 *-0.6 0.3
West Virginia .. ........ 143,749 | 10,230 8.0 0.6 141,536 9,615 8.0 0.5 -2,213| 14,039 V4 0.8
Wisconsin . ........... 292,435| 11,049 5.2 0.2 286,260 | 12,214 5.1 0.2 -6,175| 16,470 -0.1 0.3
Wyoming . ............ 25,822 2,956 4.5 0.5 24,810 2,896 4.3 0.5 -1,012 4,138 -0.2 0.7
PuertoRico........... 889,086 | 22,201| 25.8 0.6 805,412 20,670| 23.8 0.6| *-83,674| 30,334 *-2.0 0.8

* Statistically different from zero at the 90 percent confidence level.

Z Represents or rounds to zero.

"Poverty status is determined for individuals in housing units and noninstitutional group quarters. The poverty universe excludes children under age 15 who are not related
to the householder, people living in institutional group quarters (e.g., nursing homes or correctional facilities), and people living in college dormitories or military barracks.

2Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. A margin of error is a measure of an estimate’s variability. The larger the margin of error in relation to
the size of the estimate, the less reliable the estimate. This number when added to or subtracted from the estimate forms the 90 percent confidence interval.

Sources: U.S. Census Bureau, 2015 and 2016 American Community Surveys and 2015 and 2016 Puerto Rico Community Surveys.

10 U.S. Census Bureau



'sAoAing Ajunwwo) uesuswy 9L0g PUB GLOZ ‘Neaing sNsua) ‘S’ :$92IN0S
‘[eAJa}ul 9oUsplU02 Jus2Iad 06 SY) SWIO} B}eWIISS Y} WO} PAJOBIIGNS JO 0} POPPE USYM Jaquinu Siy| "a}ewiiss ay}
9|qel|a4 SSB| 8U} ‘SleWNISa U} JO 8ZIS By} 0} UoNe|al Ul J01ld Jo ulbiew ay) Jobie| sy AljIqeLeA s,8yewss Ue Jo ainseaw e s| Jous jo ulbiew v Ajjiqeriea Buidwes o} 108(gns ale pue ajdwes e uo paseq ale ejeq
‘syoelieq Aleljiw Jo sauonwlop 869100 Ul Buial aidoad pue ‘(sai|ioe} [euooalI0d Jo sawoy Buisinu “6-9) siepenb dnolb [euonniisul
ul Buil sdoad ‘iepjoyasnoy sy} 0} paje|al Jou aie oym G| abe Japun uaip|iyd sapnjoxs asiaAlun Auanod ay] “siepenb dnoib [euonnyisuiuou pue syun Buisnoy ul SenpIAIpUl 1o} paulwIalep si shiels Alenod |

‘|ons] @oUBpPLU0D JusdIad OB B} Je 018Z WOy Juslayip Ajjeonsnels ,

€0 €0« |c26'8L |€4L°02. |20 A4 vel'el 0.¥°'SSe 20 6¢ 920'cl [169'vEz [ "eaiy OlBIN AM-AN-VA-OQ eHpuexs|y-uoibullly-uojbulysepm
90 G'0— |88l 9.0Cl— |¥'0 29 cveel ¥81'G8l 0 L9 ¥€8'0L [ 09G6°Z6L [ "ealy OJJON T4 “1ejemies|D-bingsisied 1S-edwel
¥'0 90— |¥2L'GL |00L8L— €0 9 99L kL 68€'cLL €0 2's L020L | 68¥'k6L [ Baly 0N\ VM ‘Onnsjjog-ewode] -ajiiess
0 90— |6S0'GL |¥8¢'Le— |20 194 €22'6 LOY‘861 €0 6'v ¥06°LL |S989'Gge [T ealy 08N VO ‘PlemAeH-puepieQ-oosioueld ueg
90 G0— |eegg0oge |€189Ll— V0 LS €ee'vl €00'781 ¥°0 29 L8EvL | 91800 [t BaIy ONBIN VO ‘Peqgs|ie)-obaiqg ues
L0 G0— |89¢°LL 6cL8— |S0O 09 2E6 L1 €.5evl S0 g9 1292l | 20gest BalY 0419\ X L ‘S|juneig moN-oluoluy ues
90 €0— |SS09L |6S¥'e— |¥0 'S 666°LL 0898 ¥'0 LS L99°0F [BELLGL [ Baly 0l19\ TI-OIN ‘sino 1S
90 60— |¥02'Se LLEOV— | 770 8’9 2658l 20v‘66¢2 ¥'0 L2 LIO°LL |eLL'6€E [ BalY 019\ YO ‘OlBlUQ-OUIpIeulag UBS-apISIany
90 L0~ |2lG'SL |898°€Cl— |S0 6t 60S° LI LLO'BLL 70 9'S oov‘0L |eeelelL [ Baly 0119\ YM-HO ‘0J0Qs||IH-I9AN0JUBA-PUE|LIOd
90 ¥0— |ee6ve | 80L0L— |¥0 1A Sie'Lt Sly'8ee ¥'0 8’/ Ge0'8L |gesgye [ BalY OJI9|\ ZV ‘©[epsH0dS-esa|N-xIusoyd
0 20— |90Lve |€ese9l— |€0 19 LY6'LL 628'85¢€ €0 €9 €60'9L |g28l'SLE [ ealy OlBN AW-IA-N-Vd ‘uoibuiwiip-uspwed-elydiepeliud
80 90 0LL°LL | €668k |90 99 168°Cl 696°8S | S0 09 280°LL [9s6'6EL [Tt Baly O0N9|\ T4 ‘PIOJUBS-98WWISSIY-OPUBLIO
€0 20— |626cy |cee6h— |20 09 182°'0¢ /6S'¥8L°L |20 29 vev'oe |ege'eee’t [T Baly 08N Vd-"PN-AN ‘AHD Aosiap-yiemaN-310A moN
€0 [A] ¥¥0'eh | vL9°L [A] (874 G818 7002k ] 6'¢ 8758 oge'ver [T BaIy 08I\ IM-NIN ‘uoibulwioolg-ined "1S-sijodeauuliy
S0 20— |869'62 LleL's— |¥0 €9 124%44 Leg'9.e €0 g9 06.'6L |8Sv'v8E [T ealy ONBIN T4 ‘Yoeag wied 1sop-alepiapne] Lo4-IWelN
€0 G'0—« |226'9€ |GLL09—. |20 29 801%'Ge Lv.'618 20 L9 06.'9¢ |ees’‘o88 [t ealy O8N VO ‘wisyeuy-yoeag Buo-sejebuy so
S0 20— |el8ee |SLOL~ [P0 6'S Liv'ee 269'96€ €0 19 gv9'ce |LoL'eoy [ BOIY OMIBIN XL ‘PUET JBBNS-SPUBIPOOAA Y -UOISNOH
¥'0 80—, |0€8°ZL |909vE—, €0 €9 LeLgl G092 €0 'L e8v'el | 189l0E [Tt Baly OJI9\ |IN ‘ulogiesg-ualiep-Hodleg
¥°0 L'0—-. |OVOCL |SG26'LL— |€0 8'c 2€e’'6 60L°L0} €0 Sy oLe'e ve9'Gel [ - T Baly Ol OO ‘PoomedeT-eloiny-1aAueQ
0 A} €el'oe | 66002 |€0 €g €661 Lie'sle A [} €G8'0L |gle'gse [T BaIY 08N X1 ‘UoIBUIlY-ULIOM Ho4-selled
¥'0 €0-. |0S6'06 |99SVE— |20 L'S 08.6} 6582€S €0 09 G08‘€e |[Sev'/9G [t ealy 08I [M-NI-TI ‘ulb|3-9jinledeN-obealyy
90 ¥'0— |80L€L |ele'S— |¥0 9'G 1890} Slv'LEL 0 09 7858 Lvl'evl Baly 0419\ OS-ON ‘BIUOISED-PIOOUOD-8NO0IBYD
0 Y0— |LL8°LL | ¥09°LL— |€0 9v LLL2L cl8Lle €0 0's 6VL€L |9.v'62C "ealy 01BN HN-VIN ‘UoimeN-abprLquie)-uolsog
90 €0—- |0SL'vL |eeS'L— |¥0 0§ 8100} 8cc'LEl 0 €S €666 028yl [ Baly 0JI9\ AN ‘UOSMOL-BIquINjoD-aiowiieg
0 90—« |2l9'92 |SS9'/2— €0 L'S SSh'61 20s‘ece €0 €9 8GL'8L | ZGLUGE [Tt Baly 01BN VD ‘|[lemsoy-sbuuds Apues-eiuepy
( JUdd | (F) gous | JequinN | (F) JUdd | (F) Zoue | JequinN ¥) JUBd | (F) Zous | JequinN
;olo jo|-lad | jo uibrep 2lole Jo| -lad j0 uiblepy Jole jo|-1ed | jo uibrep
uibiep uibrepy uibrepy
seale ue)jodoiop
9102 G102

(G102 sse| 91.02) ebueyn

ul [ens| Allanod Jo Jusolad oG mojeg

ul |ens| Alenod Jo Jusalad oG mojeg

(WY S1S1{-2p03/U0IIDIUBUINIOP-|DIIUYID)/SID/SAIAINS-SUIDABOAA/AOD SNSUDI MMM 335 ‘SUOIIUYSP pue 4o Buljdwesuou Youis Buljdwes ‘uoidaloid All[elnuspyuod uo uollewoul J04)

910Z pue SI0Z :Sealy ueljodonapw

snoindod 1SOW SZ 9Y3} 10J [9A3T ALISA0J 3Y) JO JUIDIIJ 0S MO[3g dwodu] YIIM 3[dodd Jo 25e1uadiad pue I2qunN

v 9IqelL

11

U.S. Census Bureau



Table 5.
Number and Percentage of People With Income Below 125 Percent of the Poverty Level by
State and Puerto Rico: 2015 and 2016

(For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see www.census.gov/programs-surveys/acs
/technical-documentation/code-lists.html)

Below 125 perczr(w)t@)f poverty level in | Below 125 peir;:(—:ér&%f poverty level Change (2016 less 2015)
Area Mar- Mar- Mar-
Margin gin of Margin gin of Margin gin of
of error?| Per-| error? of error?| Per- | error? of error? | Per- |error?
Number' (x)| cent! (z) Number' (x)| cent! () Number' (z) | cent! +)
United States. . ..| 60,552,019 | 291,801 | 19.3 0.1| 58,498,340 | 285,951 | 18.6 0.1|*-2,053,679 | 408,553 | *-0.7 | 0.1
Alabama ............. 1,129,280 | 23,418 | 23.8 0.5| 1,058,934| 26,546| 22.3 0.6 *-70,346| 35399 |*-1.5| 0.8
Alaska ............... 100,422 6,807 | 13.9 0.9 96,434 7,502| 13.3 1.0 -3,988| 10,130| -0.6| 1.3
Arizona .............. 1,490,362 | 32,375| 22.3 0.5| 1,457,773| 32,680| 21.5 0.5 -32,589| 46,001|*-0.8( 0.7
Arkansas............. 729,974 | 20,665| 25.3 0.7 674,036 18,849| 23.3 0.7 *-55,938| 27,970 (*-2.0| 1.0
California............. 7,768,650 | 70,792| 20.2 0.2| 7,372,644| 68,865 19.1 0.2| *-396,006| 98,762|*-1.1| 0.3
Colorado ............. 812,553 | 22,356| 15.2 0.4 811,601| 20,259| 15.0 0.4 -952| 30,170| -0.2| 0.6
Connecticut . .. ........ 478,550 | 17,177| 13.7 0.5 447,210| 16,204| 12.9 0.5 *-31,340| 23,614 |*-0.8| 0.7
Delaware . ............ 146,612 10,280| 15.9 1.1 138,825 8,758 | 15.0 0.9 -7,787| 13,505| -0.9| 1.4
District of Columbia. . . .. 136,322 8,962 | 21.4 1.4 143,434 9,735| 221 1.5 7112 13,232 07| 2.1
Florida............... 4,194,063 | 56,120| 21.1 0.3| 4,042,007| 53,681| 20.0 0.3| *-152,056| 77,660 |*-1.1 0.4
Georgia .............. 2,201,142 | 40,034 | 221 0.4| 2,084,319| 34,605| 20.8 0.3| *-116,823| 52,917|*-1.3| 0.5
Hawaii ............... 184,671 9,484 | 13.2 0.7 171,872 11,513| 12.4 0.8 —-12,799| 14,916| -0.8 1.1
ldaho................ 322,009 | 15,887 | 19.9 1.0 320,096 | 17,447| 19.4 1.1 -1,913| 23,596 | -0.5| 1.5
lllinois. . .............. 2,233,291 40,704| 17.8 03| 2,134,887 | 40,276| 17.1 0.3 *—98,404 | 57,262 |*-0.7 0.4
Indiana. .............. 1,219,906 | 26,274| 19.0 0.4| 1,188,798 | 24,257| 18.5 0.4 -31,108 | 35,759| -0.5| 0.6
lowa................. 493,318 | 15,548 | 16.3 0.5 476,862 | 15,706| 15.7 0.5 -16,456 | 22,100| -0.6| 0.7
Kansas............... 490,927 | 15,932| 17.3 0.6 470,354 | 16,582| 16.6 0.6 —20,573| 22,995| -0.7| 0.8
Kentucky . ............ 1,000,159 | 23,442 | 23.3 0.5| 1,006,041| 26,774| 23.4 0.6 5,882| 35586| 0.1 0.8
Louisiana............. 1,128,564 | 27,150| 24.8 0.6| 1,165,846| 29,015| 25.6 0.6 37,282 | 39,737 08| 0.8
Maine................ 229,862 | 11,443| 17.8 0.9 216,266 | 10,879| 16.7 0.8 -13,596| 15,789 | —-1.1 1.2
Maryland ............. 747,057 | 23,496 | 12.7 0.4 732,794 | 18,539| 125 0.3 -14,263 | 29,929 | -0.2 0.5
Massachusetts. . .. ... .. 973,763 | 23,373| 14.8 0.4 877,835| 22,793| 13.4 0.3 *-95,928 | 32,647 |*-1.4| 0.5
Michigan . ............ 1,961,687 | 30,913| 20.2 0.3| 1,892,396| 27,053| 19.5 0.3 *~69,291| 41,079 |*-0.7| 04
Minnesota . ........... 750,284 | 18,560 | 14.0 0.3 738,451| 18,832| 13.7 0.3 -11,833| 26,441| -0.3| 0.4
Mississippi............ 819,297 | 22,117| 28.3 0.8 771,735| 22,853 | 26.7 0.8 *—47,562 | 31,803 |*-1.6 1.1
Missouri.............. 1,142,790 | 24,009| 19.4 0.4| 1,101,741| 25,834| 18.6 0.4 *—41,049| 35,268 |*-0.8| 0.6
Montana. ............. 192,976 8,701 19.1 0.9 188,687 9,077 | 185 0.9 -4,289 | 12,574| -0.6 1.3
Nebraska............. 305,376 | 10,869| 16.6 0.6 289,719| 11,491| 157 0.6 -15,657| 15,817 |*-0.9| 0.8
Nevada .............. 561,034 | 19,028 | 19.7 0.7 546,538 | 20,677 | 18.9 0.7 -14,496 | 28,100 —-0.8| 1.0
New Hampshire. ....... 138,076 9,701| 10.7 0.8 128,975 8,965| 10.0 0.7 -9,101| 13,209| -0.7| 1.1
New Jersey .. ......... 1,257,255 | 28,987 | 14.3 0.3| 1,216,360| 31,223| 13.9 0.4 —40,895| 42,604| —0.4| 0.5
New Mexico........... 531,630| 17,620| 26.0 0.9 526,100| 16,599 | 25.8 0.8 -5,56830| 24,207 | -0.2| 1.2
NewYork ............. 3,817,118 | 48,693| 19.8 0.3| 3,625,549| 47,450| 18.9 0.2 *-191,569| 67,989|*-0.9| 04
North Carolina......... 2,133,530 | 35,488| 21.8 04| 2,032,054| 32,672| 20.6 0.3| *-101,476| 48,238|*-1.2 0.5
North Dakota. ......... 105,089 5,568 | 14.4 0.8 105,624 7,665| 14.4 1.0 535 9,474 Z| 13
Ohio................. 2,180,344 | 34,842| 19.3 0.3| 2,140,296| 37,897| 19.0 0.3 —40,048| 51,480| -0.3| 04
Oklahoma ............ 816,349 | 16,349| 215 0.4 836,848 | 17,635| 22.0 0.5 20,499 | 24,048 05| 0.6
Oregon............... 788,531 | 25,442| 20.0 0.6 721,841| 23,412| 18.0 0.6 *-66,690 | 34,575|*-2.0| 0.8
Pennsylvania.......... 2,107,958 | 33,949 17.0 0.3| 2,079,210| 32,683| 16.8 0.3 —28,748 | 47,124| 02| 0.4
Rhode Island . ......... 183,385| 10,827 | 18.0 1.1 170,528 | 10,390| 16.8 1.0 -12,857| 15,006 | —1.2 15
South Carolina. . ....... 1,030,953 | 23,119| 21.7 0.5 976,167 | 22,911| 20.3 0.5 *-54,786| 32,548 |*-1.4| 0.7
South Dakota. ......... 152,366 8,628 | 184 1.0 143,424 7,729 | 171 0.9 -8,942| 11,584| —-1.3 1.3
Tennessee............ 1,425,698 | 33,976 | 22.1 0.5| 1,350,202| 26,624 | 20.8 0.4 *-75,496 | 43,165|*-1.3| 0.6
Texas.........ooouu... 5,669,421 82,239 | 211 0.3| 5,645,277| 72,526| 20.7 0.3 —24,144 | 109,651 | *-0.4 0.4
Utah................. 446,870 | 16,777 | 15.2 0.6 438,984 | 20,403| 14.6 0.7 -7,886| 26,415 -0.6| 0.9
Vermont.............. 90,330 5,954 | 15.0 1.0 95,366 6,067 | 15.9 1.0 5,036 8,501| 09| 1.4
Virginia. . ............. 1,202,425 | 29,901 | 14.8 0.4| 1,188,143| 30,973| 14.6 0.4 -14,282| 43,051| -0.2| 0.6
Washington .. ......... 1,122,481 26,660 | 16.0 04| 1,069,229| 24,895| 14.9 0.3 *-53,252 | 36,476 | *—1.1 0.5
West Virginia . . ........ 415,363 | 15,865| 23.2 0.9 421,637 | 15,446| 23.7 0.9 6,274 | 22,142 05| 1.3
Wisconsin . ........... 906,049 | 20,077| 16.1 0.4 883,790| 20,939| 15.7 0.4 —22,259 | 29,009 -0.4| 0.6
Wyoming . ............ 85,897 7,944| 15.0 1.4 84,601 6,833| 14.8 1.2 -1,296| 10,478| -0.2| 1.8
PuertoRico ........... 1,880,584 | 22,641| 54.6 0.7| 1,769,399| 27,795| 52.4 0.8] *-111,185]| 35,849|*-2.2| 141

* Statistically different from zero at the 90 percent confidence level.

Z Represents or rounds to zero.

' Poverty status is determined for individuals in housing units and noninstitutional group quarters. The poverty universe excludes children under age 15 who are not related
to the householder, people living in institutional group quarters (e.g., nursing homes or correctional facilities), and people living in college dormitories or military barracks.

2 Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. A margin of error is a measure of an estimate’s variability. The larger the margin of error in relation to
the size of the estimate, the less reliable the estimate. This number when added to or subtracted from the estimate forms the 90 percent confidence interval.

Sources: U.S. Census Bureau, 2015 and 2016 American Community Surveys and 2015 and 2016 Puerto Rico Community Surveys.
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In 2016, the percentage of people
with an income-to-poverty ratio
below 125 percent decreased in 16
of the 25 most populous metropoli-
tan areas (Table 6). There were no
statistically significant increases for
this metric among the most popu-
lous metropolitan areas.

SOURCE AND ACCURACY

The data presented in this report
are based on the ACS sample
interviewed from January 2015
through December 2015 (2015
ACS) and the ACS sample inter-
viewed from January 2016 through
December 2016 (2016 ACS). The
estimates based on these samples
describe the average values of
person, household, and housing
unit characteristics over this period
of collection. Sampling error is the
uncertainty between an estimate
based on a sample and the cor-
responding value that would be
obtained if the estimate were based
on the entire population (as from
a census). Measures of sampling
error are provided in the form of
margins of error for all estimates
included in this report. All com-
parative statements in this report
have undergone statistical testing,
and comparisons are significant

at the 90 percent level unless
otherwise noted. In addition to
sampling error, nonsampling error
may be introduced during any of

What Is the American Community Survey?

The American Community Survey (ACS) is a hationwide survey
designed to provide communities with reliable and timely
demographic, social, economic, and housing data for the nation,
states, congressional districts, counties, places, and other localities
every year. It has an annual sample size of about 3.5 million addresses
across the United States and Puerto Rico and includes both housing
units and group quarters (e.g., nursing facilities and prisons).* The
ACS is conducted in every county throughout the nation, and every
municipio in Puerto Rico, where it is called the Puerto Rico Community
Survey. Beginning in 2006, ACS data have been released annually

for geographic areas with populations of 65,000 and greater. For
information on the ACS sample design and other topics, visit

<WWW.Census.gov/acs>.

* While people living in group quarters are sampled in the ACS, those living in
institutionalized group quarters (e.g., nursing homes or correctional facilities) are not

included in the poverty universe.

the operations used to collect and
process survey data, such as edit-
ing, reviewing, or keying data from
questionnaires. For more informa-
tion on sampling and estimation
methods, confidentiality protection,
and sampling and nonsampling
errors, please see the 2016 ACS
Accuracy of the Data document
located at <www.census.gov
/programs-surveys/acs/technical
-documentation/code-lists.html>.

NOTES

The Census Bureau also publishes
poverty estimates based on the
Current Population Survey Annual
Social and Economic Supplement

(CPS ASEC). For information on pov-
erty estimates from the ACS and
how they differ from those based
on the CPS ASEC, see “Differences
between the Income and Poverty
Estimates from the American
Community Survey and the Annual
Social and Economic Supplement to
the Current Population Survey” at
<www.census.gov/topics/income
-poverty/poverty/guidance/data
-sources/acs-vs-cps.html>.
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